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RESPONSE AND OBJECTIONS TO COMPLAINT

The Republican National Lawyers Association (the “RNLA” or “Respondent™) submits
this Response and Objection(s) to the Complaint filed against it with the Federal Election
Commission (the “Commission™) by Brian Melendez, Chair of the Democratic-Farm-Labor
Party of Minnesota (“DFL”) (collectively, “Complainant”), alleging that Respondent violated the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the “Act”) (the “Complaint”).

Respondent affirmatively states that the facts demonstrate there is no reason to believe
that Respondent has committed a violation of the Act.

Allegations in the Complaint Are Not Based on Fact

The Complaint concerns the general election on November 4, 2008 in the State of
Minnesota (the “election”) involving Republican Senator Norm Coleman (“Coleman™) and DFL
candidate Al Franken (“Franken™). Because the margin of votes separating the two candidates
fell below one-half of one percent, the initial election results triggered a mandatory statewide
recount and legal proceedings, which have yet to be concluded.

The Complainant has made certain allegations in its Complaint with no documentation or
evidence of the veracity of any of its claims. None of the allegations are true, to-wit:

Allegation: “[RNLA] may not make contributions to Coleman for Senatc 08, the
Coleman Mimnesota Recount Committee, or the Republican Party of Minnesota’s federal
account. Yet it appears to be doing just that.” Complaint § B.2 (emphasis added).

FACT: RNLA has made no contributions to Coleman for Senate 08, the Coleman
Minnesota Recount Committee, or the Republican Party of Minnesota’s federal account. See
Affidavit of Michael Thiclen, Executive Director of RNLA, at § 10 [hercinafter Thielen Af’]
[attached as Exhibit A}.
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Allegation: “The solicitation purports to use donations ... to combat Franken's legal
efforts, creating a strong inference that the RNLA is supporting Coleman’s recount efforts with
soft money.” Complaint § B.2 (emphasis added).

FACT: RNLA has not supported Coleman's recount efforts with soft money. See
Thielen Aff. 1 10.

Allegation: “Jf the RNLA has made contributions to Coleman’s recount effort in excess
of $1,000, it would have been required to register as a political committee.” Complaint §B.3
(cmphasis added). “If Coleman received contributions from the RNLA, he and the RNLA would
have had to report them to the FEC.” Id. { B.4 (emphasis added).

FACT: RNLA has not made contributions to Coleman’s recount committee, thus there is
nothing to report to the FEC. See Thielen A(f'Y 10.

There are no facts to support the Complaint. There is not a single fact contained in
the Complaint: no documentation, no facts attested to by any witness, and no evidence to
substantiate any of the claims in the Complaint. There are only speculations and baseless
assertions, each of which is controverted under oath by the Executive Director of the RNLA,
Michael Thielen, who has actual knowledge of the facts and has testified to those facts.

The Complaint must, therefore, be dismissed.

The Complaint fails to comply with the provisions of 2 US.C. § 437g for proceeding
against a Respondent for a potential viclation of the Act. The Complaint utterly fails to
comply with the requirements governing complaints under 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(1) and 11 C.F.R.
§111.4:

(c)...The complaint should differentiate between statements based upon personal
knowledge and statements based upon information and belief.
(d) The complaint should conform to the following provisions:

(1) It should clearly identify as a respondent each person or entity who is
alleged to have committed a violation;

(2) Statements which are not based on personal knowledge should be
accompanied by an identification of the source of information which gives rise to
the complainants belief in the truth of such statements;

(3) It should contain a clear and concise recitation of the facts which
describe a violation of a statute or regulation over which the Commission has
jurisdiction; and

(4) It should be accompenied by any documentation supporting the facts
alleged if such documentation is known of, or available to, the complainant.” 11
C.FR. § 111.4(c) and (d).

Complainant alludes only to an RNLA fundraising solicitation referencing the Minnesota
recount. However, nothing in the solicitation or any other document furnished by the

2
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Complainant substantiates a violation of the Act. The Commission’s requirement of facts to
support a claimed violation of law has not been met by Complainant in even the most cursory
fashion. Every potential violation of the Act in the Complaint is preceded by a statement to the
effect that “if this happened it would be illegal....”

None of the Complainant’s hypotheticals occurred, and no violations of the Act were
committed by Respondent.

Respondent Hias Not Violated the Act
One of the four primary purposes of the RNLA is:

Cir 0 D: 'IheRNLAseelutomomote
open, falr nnd honut elecuons at all levels of American society in a non-
discriminatory manner and to provide access to the polls to all qualified and
cligible voters. It provides election law training from preeminent election law
professionals. It responds to requests for assistance from the Republican Party
and its candidates by communicating the requests to its members.”

RNLA, About the Republican National Lawyers Association (RNLA), available at
www.mla org/About RNLA.asp [attached as Exhibit B]; see also Thielen Aff. 12-5. In support
of that mission, RNLA recruits attorneys for membership in the organization who are willing to
volunteer their time to assist in legal support activities for Republican candidates for state and
federal office when such support is needed on or after the date of a general election. None of
RNLA volunteer activities are “in connection with an election in which a federal candidate
appears on the ballot” as that term is defined by 11 C.F.R. §100.24(a)(1)i), because the activities
are not for the purpose of influencing the outcome of an election; rather, they are legal support
activitics on and gfter the general election day. See, e.g., Thielen Aff. §2-6.

RNLA annually conducts a national training seminar which teaches attomneys from all
disciplines of the law about legal issues related to elections, recounts, vote fraud, election
udmm:tmnonandothereleenon-remedmofhw See RNLA, RNLA Event Detail, available

X ; sDetai ntID=599 [attached as Exhibit C); see also Thielen

Further, RNLA has published white papers on various topics related to election integrity
and voter fraud generally, and the Coleman-Franken recount specifically. See Leslic Rutlege,
Franken vs. Coleman, Al Franken's Attempts to Be Seated as U.S. Senator for Minnesota — No
Laughing Matter (Feb. 5, 2009) [attached as Exhibit DJ); see also RNLA, Minnesota Senate
Recount Update, mﬂablcmmmhmmm[mchedumﬁl Thielen
AF-15.

RNLA helped recruit its members to volunteer their time in the days and weeks following
the November general election in Minnesota. See Email from Michael Thielen to mla-current-
members@lists.Irs.com (Nov. 11, 2008, 8:56am) [attached as Exhibit F]; see also Thielen Aff
96-7. Such volunteer recruitment and participation by RNLA members in the canvassing and
recount cfforts, however, do not constitutc a contribution within the meaning of 2 U.S.C.
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§ 431(8)(B)(i) and 11 C.F.R. § 100.74. RNLA did not pay or reimburse its members for their
volunteer activities. /d. 9.

RNLA has been the national voice since November 4, 2008 keeping Republican loyalists
and RNLA members across the country updated on the status of the Minnesota recount and
ensuing litigation, and shining a national spotlight on efforts by the DFL and Franken to thwart
the will of the majority of voters in Minnesota and change the outcome of the November election
in Franken’s favor. 1d. §6; see also RNLA, Minnesota Senate Recount Update, available at
www.rnla.org/MN-News-Archive.asp [attached as Exhibit G].

Additionally, RNLA organized a coalition of prominent thinkers on ensuring fairness and
justice in the electoral process. On February 7, 2009, the group co-signed a letter to Senate
Majority Leader Harry Reid (D-NV) and Senate Minority Leader Mitch McConnell (R-KY),
encouraging the Senate to restrain from seating Franken before the judicial process in Minnesota
has reached a final determination for certifying a winner — a position the Senate has adopted to
this day, despite earlier reports in the media to the contrary. See Letter to Senators Harry Reid
and Mitch McConnell (Feb. 7, 2009) [attached as Exhibit H & Exhibit I].

Advocacy of an “open, fair and honest election™ in Minnesota is in keeping with a
primary purpose of RNLA and does not constitute activity subject to regulation by the
Commission, because RNLA has made no contributions or expenditures as defined by the Act.
See2 U.S.C. §§ 431(8XA), (9XA).

Conclusjon

Because there are no facts constituting a violation of the Act, there is no reason to believe
that a violation of the Act has occurred and the Complaint must, accordingly, be dismissed.

[Signature page follows]
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Respectfully Submitted,
Cleta Mitchell, Esq. )
Foley & Lardner LLP

3000 K Street, NW #500
Washington, DC 20007

(202) 295-4081
(202) 672-5399 (facsimile)

Counsel for Respondent
Republican National Lawyers Association

1l
Submitted via hand delivery this /0" day of April, 2009

Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20463
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" About the Republican National Lawyers Association (RNLA) Page 1 of 1

Mission Statsment

Member Banafits

Mambers and former members setving in gevemmeny
1o join

o Aspouiote e
. JOUOiIDN

Information for Law Students
informatien for Republican Leaders

Missiona of the Republican National Lawyers
Assoclation

As the principa) national of lawyers,

and MMMMNNM
dﬁmmm

Advancing Professionaliam, The RNLA is comprised of
mmmmmomummmof

lawyers generally, lmm lawyers for legal
education related to political, govemment, legisiative
mmmm;nmu-mhnguuka
fellow professionals by practice area who share expertise.
The RNLA

promots fair and honest elections at all levels
dhmhnwmmmnm:ndb

Copyright © 2003 Rapublican National Lawyars Assodiation. All rights reserved.

http://mla.org/AboutRNLA.asp 4/312009
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"RNLA Event Detail

2009 National Summer Election Law Seminar and

8/14/2000 TBA

Al Members

Ronald Reagan Presidential Library and Mussum
40 Presidential Drive
Simi Valley, CA 830856

The 2009 National Summer Election Lew
Seminar will be held Aug. 14 - Aug. 15 atthe

closed fo the public, and sttendence of lawyers is
restricted to RNLA Members and select

preapproved guests.

Pleass look for more information regarding the
Elaction School soon! 0

Copyright @ 2007 Republican National Lawyers Associstion. All rights reserved.

http://mia.org/Eveants/EventsDetail.asp?EventID=599

Page 1 of 1
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Franken vs. Coleman:
Al Franken’s Attempts to be Seated as U.S. Senator for Minnesota —

No Laughing Matter

A White Paper Prepared by Leslie Rutledge*
For the Republican National Lawyers Association

February §, 2009
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"[T]he true principle of a republic is that the people should choose whom they please to govern
them,” according to Alexander Hamilton. 2 Debates on the Federal Constitution 257 (J. Elliot
ed. 1876) (hereinafier cited as Elliot's Debates).

The election results of Minnesota’s U.S. Senate race remain undetermined and are now
held in the hands of the Minnesota court system—where they should be. Following the
statewide administrative recount of the election results from November 4, 2008, the Minnesota
State Canvassing Board declared, despite numerous irregularitics that give rise to an argument
that the determination of the results violates the Equal Protection Clause, that Democrat Al
Franken had received the highest number of votes in the election (1,212,431 for Franken and
1,212, 206 for Coleman). On January 6, 2009, Republican incumbent Senator Norm Coleman
filed an election contest challenging whether the recount properly included legally cast absentee
ballots, whether double-counting of duplicate ballots along with the original ballots occurred,
and whether alleged missing ballots were properly accounted for during the recount process. In
bringing this suit, Coleman is asking the Contest Court to determine which candidate received
the highest number of legally cast ballots.

Al Franken’s response has been to try to short-circuit the contest and ignore the question
of whether the recount results reflect the will of the voters. First, Franken petitioned Minnesota
Govemor Tim Pawlenty and Secretary of State Mark Ritchie to issue a certification to the
President of the Senate of the United States of the election results determined by the Canvassing
Board. This was in such clear violation of Minnesota law that even his fellow Democrat,
Secretary of State Mark Ritchie, refused to sign such a certificate. Then, when that failed,
Franken went to the Minnesota Supreme Court to petition the court to order the state officials to

2
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issuc the election certification. Franken v. Coleman, Minn. S.Ct. No. A09-64 (2009). In this
case, he is arguing that Minnesota law requires, and also that federal law pre-empts state law and
requires, issuance of the certification. Not only is the law in Minnesota clear—the Governor and
Secretary of State of Minnesota should not issue an election certificate for the office of United
States Senator until the election results are clear and no longer in dispute as determined by the
Contest Court—but the federal arguments are specious.

Moreover, whatever the legal authority for election certification, as a practical matter,
where there is doubt as to the actual winner of an election, the process to finally determine the
winner should proceed until there is no longer reasonable doubt, which is certainly not the case
in the Coleman-Franken Senate race. Among other issues, there are approximately 12,000
rejected absentee ballots, approximately 4,800 of which the Contest Court decided on February
3, 2009, should be reviewed. And even two Democrat clections officials conceded under oath in
the first week of the contest that there likely are a significant number of valid ballots that were
not counted. As Alexander Hamilton said during the debates on the federal constitution, “This
great source of free government, popular election, should be perfectly pure.” (Elliot's Debates).
It is important that these significant potential errors, along with others that could overturn the
recount results, should be settled to ensure that voters are convinced the elections were “pure.”
And if Franken, who has been on the record all throughout November and most of December to
“count every vote,” was sincere in this sentiment, then he would have been side-by-side with
Coleman in asking the Contest Court to ensure that all these rejected absentee ballots were
reviewed under a uniform standard. Insicad, Franken's lawyers have resisted this effort of
Coleman’s, and Franken is in a different court, akin to a three-ring circus, demanding that the
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clection be certified and that he be seated, with complete disregard for statutory law stating
otherwise.

The Minnesota Supreme Court should allow the Contest Court to continue, without
premature or provisional certification of Al Franken, to allow it adequate time to determine if the
Canvassing Board was in substantial compliance with the Equal Protection Clause in the
treatment of the ballots in question, and correctly determined the winner of the U.S. Senate race.
Only sfter a determination of the contest does the law provide for the Governor and Secretary of

State to issue a certification.

ISSUES AND ANALYSIS

The Citizens of Minnesota Are Better Represented By an Open Seat in the U.S.
Senate Than One Filled Provisionally, in Case the Seating is in Error

Franken is so anxious to get to the U.S, Senate, whether or not he is the winner, that he
even suggests that he could be seated provisionally, subject to the decision of the court in the
clection contest. But if Franken is seated in the U.S. Senate, and later determined not to be
eligible to be seated if he was not the actually elected candidate, then for whatever period he was
“provisionally” seated his actions would be in question. If Franken is not seated, provisionally
or otherwise, in advance of a final determination and no Senate vote is close, the interests of the
citizens of Minnesota are adequately represented by the vacant seat. If Franken is seated,
however, and casts the vote that makes the difference in the U.S. Senste on something
contentious, then the vote, and Senate action, could later be subject to a legal challenge. In cither
scenario, Minnesota and the country are better off with a vacant seat until the situation is finally
resolved.
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Franken Selectively Ignores Clear Statutory Provisions In Order To Make His Plea
to Be Seated In the U.S, Senate before the End of the Contest of the Recount Results

In his petition, Franken has asked the court to tum a blind eye to one subdivision of the
statute that he relies upon to request provisional certification, which states in part: “In case of a
contest, an election certificate shall not be issued until a court of proper jurisdiction has finally
determined the contest.” Minn. Stat. § 204C.40 subd. 2 (2008). The language of subdivision 2 is
clear and unambiguous, and thus a need to construct its meaning is unnecessary. Courts have
long held that when statutory language is precise and unambiguous, the courts are not at liberty
to construe it. Knopp v. Gutterman, 102 N.W.2d 689 (1960).

In presenting his case, Franken argues that subdivision 1, on which he relies, is “more
specific” with regard to certifications being issued in United States Senate races, and, therefore,
it is the controlling subdivision of section 204C.40. Thus, Franken boldly asks that the court
completely ignore the clear language of subdivision 2 of that statutory provision. While
subdivision 1 addresses the preparation and method of delivery for a certificate of election, it
does not speak to the time in which the certification must be made. Subdivision 2, entitled
“Time of Issuance; certain offices,” specifically addresses not only the amount of time for which
a certificate shall be issued, but it clearly states that a certification shall not be issucd in the case
of a contest until a court of proper jurisdiction has determined the contest. Thus, it is cleara
certificate shall not be issued until after the Contest Court has decided this election contest.

Moreover, the Minnesota courts have consistently held that a statute should be interpreted
to give effect to all of its provisions and that “no word, phrase, or sentence should be deemed
superfluous, void, or insignificant.” Amaral v. Saint Cloud Hosp., 598 N.W.2d 379, 384 (Minn,
1999). Furthermore, the courts have long held that various provisions of a statute should be
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interpreted in light of each other. Minn. Equal Access Network Servs. v. Burlington N, & Santa
Fe RR.,646 N.W.2d 911 (Minn. Ct. App. 2002).

Franken's argument that Subdivision 1 is controlling fails because there is no means to
reconcile the two subdivisions if his interpretation is given credence. If a certification is issued
to Franken prior to the court’s ruling on the election contest, as Franken asserts should occur
under Subdivision 1, both Governor Pawlenty and Secretary of State Ritchie would be in
violation of Subdivision 2. Compliance with Subdivision 2, however, does not cause cither
official to violate Subdivision 1. A reading of the statute in its entirety makes it clear that once
an clection contest has been filed, as is the case here, the issuance of a certification should be
delayed until the case has been determined by the court.

Franken’s basic request to the court is that it should require that Governor Pawlenty and
Secretary of State Ritchie certify him provisionally, so he can be seated in the United States
Senate. He asks for this, while acknowledging that at some later point this may be found to be in
error. In recognition of this point, his petition notes that the court would have the authority to
unseat him at a later date, should the Contest Court determine different election results than the
Canvassing Board, by relying on Minnesota Statute Section 2040..40 subdivision 1, which states
in part that “[I]n the case of a contest, the court may invalidate and revoke™ a previously issued
certificate of election results if the court finds that those results are different from the ones
determined by the Canvassing Board. In other words, Franken is asking the Governor and
Secretary of State to certify the results so that he may be seated in the U.S. Senate even though
he may be unseated shortly thereafter if the Contest Court determines that the results of the
Canvassing Board were in error and that Coleman received a majority of the votes cast. Thus,
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Franken needs to take a seat, although not in the U.S. Senate, and allow the statutory process as
specified to occur, so that each vote legally cast by a valid voter is fairly and accurately counted.

Franken Absurdly Argues that Delaying Certification Encroaches on the US.
Senate Authority as Set Forth in Article 1, Section S of the U.S. Constitution

Franken's argument that delaying the certification of the Canvassing Board's election
results encroaches on the U.S. Senate's authority as set forth in Article 1, Section § of the United
States Constitution is absurd at best. U.S. Constitution Art I, § 5 states in part as follows: “Each
House shall be the Judge of the Elections, Returns and Qualifications of its own Members....”

In implementing Article 1, Section S, in part, the Congress has adopted federal statutes 2
U.S.C.S. §§1a & 1b, which state as follows:

§ 1a. Election to be certified by governor

It shall be the duty of the executive of the State from which any Senator has been chosen
to certify his election, under the seal of the State, to the President of the Senate of the
United States.

§ 1b. Countersignature of certificate of election
The certificate mentioned in the preceding section [2 U.S.C.S. §§1a] shall be
countersigned by the secretary of state of the state.

To ensure that the statutes worked effectively, Rule II of the U.S. Senate Rules provides the
guidelines for the presentation of credentials and question of privilege for the seating of a
senator.” The reason why there is a federal statute and a Senate Rule is because the United

! Standing Rules of the Scnate, Rule II, Presentation Of Credentials And Questions Of Privilege
1. The presentation of the credentials of Senators elect or of Senators designate and other
questions of privilege shall always be in order, except during the reading and cotrection of the

7
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States Senate, in its wisdom, does not desire to trudge into each state to count every ballot to
determine the election results. Rather, the Senate has adopted a statute and rule so that it may
instead rely upon the appropriate state officials, i.e., the Governor and Secretary of State, to
provide the Senate with the certified election returns.

Franken’s assertion that the U.S. Senate’s authority has been encroached upon by
delaying the certification is nothing more than a politically motivated attempt to pressure
Members of the United States Senate to grant him, not Minnesota, a seat at the table. Such
drastic measures are not necessary, however. The Senate’s authority has been protected by its
own adoption of 2 U.S.C.S. §1a & §1b coupled with Senate Rule II, which outlincs the
procedure for the presentation of the credentials, and the Senate’s longstanding tradition of
requiring certification of election resuits by appropriate state officials prior to it determining
whether to seat a newly elected Member. As a matter of fact, Assistant Majority Leader and
Democrat Senator Dick Durbin carlier this year regarding the certification of Senator Burris
stated on the subject of election certification: "Of course, he has to have a governor and secretary
of state certify his credentials. . . .This has been a rule in the United States Senate since 1884. . .

Journal, while a question of order or a motion to adjoum is pending, or while the Senate is voting
or ascertaining the presence of a quorum; and all questions and motions arising or made upon the
prosentation of such credentials shall be proceeded with until disposed of.

2. The Secretary shall keep a record of the certificates of election and certificates of appointment
of Senators by entering in a wellbound book kept for that purpose the date of the election or
appointment, the name of the person elected or appointed, the date of the certificate, the name of
the governor and the secretary of state signing and countersigning the same, and the State from
which such Senator is elected or appointed.

3. The Secretary of the Senate shall send copies of the following recommended forms to the
govemnor and secretary of state of each State wherein an election is about to take place or an
appointment is to be made 3o that they may use such forms if they see fit.



29044251100

.We have never, ever waived the rule for any clection or appointment. . . .So it's an important
rule, and one not easily challenged or waived.”

Therefore, the Senate looks to the Govemor and Secretary of State to provide it with the
certification. As set forth repeatedly, Minnesota’s Governor and Secretary of State have
followed the [etter of the law by not certifying the election results until the Contest Court has
determined the election contest. The case before the Minnesota Supreme Court is governed by
Minnesota Statute §204C .40 subdivision 2, which clearly states that when there is an election
contest, the certificate shall not be issued until a court of proper jurisdiction has made a
determination.

CONCLUSION

There is no reason for the Minnesota Supreme Court to force Governor Pawlenty and
Secretary of State Ritchie to issue an election certification at this point. Governor Pawlenty and
Secretary of State Ritchie were correct in proceeding as the law dictates by not certifying the
results of the Canvassing Board once the Notice of Contest had been filed by Coleman. Both of
these clected officials recognized that this contest is an integral part of accurately determining
who the people of Minnesota have chosen to represent them in the United States Senate. Issuing
a certification and allowing Franken to be seated—even provisionally—would not usurp the
authority of the U.S. Senate to determine its members, as Franken suggests, but would instead
usurp the will of the citizens of Minnesota to follow the statutory procedure outlined in Minn.
Stat. § 204C.40 subd. 2, and would potentially undermine the actual will of the citizens of
Minnesota, as will be eventually decided by the Contest Court. The representation of the citizens
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of Minnesota is too important for the potential of musical chairs being played with one of their
U.S. Senate seats.

* Leslie Rutledge is a member of the Republican National Lawyers Association and the former
Deputy Counsel to the National Republican Congressional Committee.

The Republican National Lawyers Association (RNLA) over 3500 members are dedicated
to Advancing Open, Fair and Honest Elections. The RNLA secks to promote open, fair and
honest elections at all levels of American society in a non-discriminatory manser and to
provide access to the polls to all qualified and eligible voters. It provides election law
training from preeminent election law professionals. More information about the RNLA is

available at www.rpla.org or via email at jnfo@repyblicaniawver.net .

10




29044251102

'Minnesota Senate Recount Update Page 1 of 4

p——

Letters, Press Releases, and White Papers

White Papers

The RNLA has issued a new White Paper, this time detalling
activities of ACORN and lis effect on Election infegrity. This
. paper also desis with how concemed citizens can help

" combat ACORN's vote fraud. .

The RNLA is very concemed about the systematic, both
ledmwwhm disenfranchisement of our

allegations of diseniranchisement when confronted by the
sciually hard proof of disenfranchisement of our overseas
miiitary voters they are silent.

RNLA first White Paper of 2009 dealt with Al Franken's
atfempls 1o short circuit the Minnesota Election Process.

Press Releases

&
BREAKING NEWS ON ACORN

. RNLA First Vice President Heather Heldelbaugh tsstified
before the U.S. House Committes on the Judiclary's
Subcomittee on the Constitulion, Civil Rights and Civil
Libertice poseible ACORN viclations committed
during the 2008 Election. Click hara for a copy of
her testimony.

Heidelbaugh's testimony spurred controversy and more
importantly may have spurred action on ACORN

¢ RNLA Vice President on “The O'Rellly

prominent Democrst ls now calling for hearings into ACORN.

http://mla.org/White-Papers.asp 4/3/2009
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Page 2 of 4

*A iawyer involved with a lswsult against ACORN, or the
Mdmwhm;&.

even milions of registrationa are dumped into the
belore a deadiine.” The interview can be heard mlom
the webetory hara

¢ Tha American Spectator reports “in recent
monthe demands for ACORN %o be investigated under
mmmwwmmcm
for repoated inckients of electoral fraud have been growing.
But voting-reiaied fraud (s just the tip of the icaberg.”

http://mla.org/White-Papers.asp 4/3/2009
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“Minnesota Senate Recount Update Page 3 of 4

e During the hearing, Democrat Congressman and House
nglunﬂn‘:l:nwnbﬁ“o&dlﬂu
&m-wmmwummuhhm:
W;M...lmlhdmlmmlb

deciding to wait Minneeota certifies & winner was 8
victory not just for RNLA but for all those who are concemed
about politics trumping the rule of law.

For More information go to:

Minnesota Election Contest Archive
Minnesota Senate Election Current

Help the RNLA for a fair election and st vots
fraud! Send your fotho RNLA aswe back
mmmmmwﬂwdomwmw

—

.
= = e

http://mia.org/White-Papers.asp 4/3/2009
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' Minnesota Senate Recount Update

Or mall a check to:

RNLA
PO Box 18808
Washington, DC 20038

Contributions to the RNLA are not deductible as charitable
contributions for federal income tax purposes.

Copyight @ 2007 Republicen Netions! Lawyers Association. All rights reserved,

http://mla org/White-Papers.asp

Page 4 of 4

4/3/2009
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Coléman

U.8. SENATE

Recount Professional Volunteer
Confirmation Form

Job Description

Professional volunteers (attomeys and non-attorneys) will be deployed across Minnesota for
approximately two weeks. Each professional volunteer will be responsible for the counting location
within their designated county (larger counties may have multiple counting locations). Professional
volunteers will oversee legal volunteers and table counter volunteers in their location. All professional
volunteer positions will be in the ficld — headquarters staff has been assigned.

We are working on securing assets such as cell phones and a direct hotline number for both the
political and legal teams. If you have a personal laptop computer and/or wireless card, we ask that you
bring them with you to Minnesota. Professional volunteers will receive training at recount
headquarters on the evening of Monday, November 17 before departing for their deployed location.

Avallability and Time Commitment
Deployment timeframe options are listed below. Please check which timeframe you would be
available and note any conflicts. Individuals should expect to work from 7:30 am to 5:30 pm daily
Monday through Friday.

Monday, November 17 — Thursday, November 27

*Sdeparting flights will be booked for late Wednesday evening or early Thursday. We are siill awaiting a

decision on whether or not counting will occur on Friday, November 28. [ you are able to remain through
Samrday. November 29 please make note.

Saturday, November 29 — Saturday, December 13
*%{f the recount iz complsted prior to Friday, December 12 volmtsers will depart earlier.

Expenses

We are working to develop a plan for transportation, lodging and per diem ($50 per day). All travel
logistics will be coordinated for you.

Contact Information

First Name:

Last Name:

Address 1:

Address 2:
City:
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State:

Zip:

County:
Cell Phone:

Work Phone:

Home Phone:

E-mail Address:
Referring Organization:
Attorney (yes/no): Active (yes/no):

Bar State, ID and Expiration:

Drivers License Name:

Drivers License State and Number:

Date of Birth:

Home

Airport:
*%a]] professional volunteers will fly into/out of Minneapolis Saint Paul International Airport (MSP)

Laptop Available (yes/no): ________ Wireless Card Available (yes/no):

Emergency Contact and Relationship:

Emergency Contact Phone Number:

Notes:

**PLEASE FAX COMPLETED FORM TO 651-305-4221 by
WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 12**

Paid for by Coleman for Sensle
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This page has been lemporally dedicated as the news archive for the Minnesota Senate |
rough dats order, the oldest first.

The Minnesota Senate Election Contest and Related Matters

1. The canvas - a process (o resubmit the vole totals from election night from local precis
found errors favoring Franksn so incredibly statistically improbabie that statisticlans are q
fhese countias.

2. After consuiting with the Demacrat Atiomey General, at first Ritchie rejected Franken's
Absentes Baliots, relying on the Attomey General's opinion that such ballots are not a sul
for the courts 1o dacide in an Elaction Contest. The Atiorney General's office opinion is he
hitp:/Avww.politiceinminneaaia.com/Mee/recount/ag-lelter-eheentae.pdf.

1DmmmmEWMIMMmmmthm

CON ne vote jon night. But efter pressure from Democrals led the
MMMMWQMMMMMMWMMMMM
ranken Election Day total

instead use the more favorable to F

4. After saying the recount doesn't count for an esTor uncovered in Coleman's favor, Ritch
board 10 recommend that the counties begin counting "wrongfully” rejecied absentee balk
rejected request. The Board agreeed aithough it admitted it had no authority. to compel th
balicls. Some counlies have stated they will not count the baliots, and o add fo the confu
gives conflicting and wrong advice on how fo count rejected baliots. As the non-partisan L
conciudes in its Amicus Brief fled on December 17: Here, there is no legal basis for the E
there are no criteria to guide the county election That guaraniees that absenioe b
ummmmumm a clear of equal protection. [For the ¢

5. "Meanwhile, a Ramssy County precinct ended up with 177 more baliots than there wer
MIan.thﬂdbmmummthEm
mbmdw“mmmmhhmme Frenken a1
Mm'ommmmmmmm

8. Most wmmmdhmmmnmm

hlulhnmmy by chalianging more baliots than Coleman. As a result Coleman ch

baliots to prevent this from heppening, the Canvassing Board lmk-upﬂdmund

mmmmwmmmm“ discussion and or
mupn-mmnm *We're not going 10 be entirely consis

mhhdouﬂnwl [Quote Originally in Star Tribune at

fwww .siartribune .comvpoliticainational/senate/38225084.himi?
eir=KArks8c7PaP3ET7K_3c::D3aDhUceEsD_ec7PaP3lliacyiUncieec8OTEYU but pulle

had been chalienged by either of the campaigns. And the Canvassing Boerd appeears
mmmndgumdmwm-mmmmm:{
On rejecied Abseniee Ballots. Not surprisingly, Franken ls refusing fo meaningfully pertici

http://enla.org/MN-News-Archive.asp 4/3/2009
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MWMMﬁMWMFMMMMNI
mwwmmmuammmume
that process,” Drake sald Sunday.” hitp//online.wa) comiarticle/SB1231110607642562908

7. Evidence Is overwheiming that the canvassing board's going to be ent
MIIMFM“W %JﬂnLﬂn

8. Next, the double votes that ware counted for Franken. "The issue before the siale Supi

bellots that couldn't be fad through opfical scanners. Under Minnesots law, elec
bellots, mark the coples as duplicates and count them, and keep the originais in an envel
mm-mmmnmnmmmmmtomm
ruled ageinst him on those ballots.” hiig D , ;

10. Even the lsading Democrat Election Official in the Democrat stronghold of Minneapoll
Elections for Minneapolis, Cindy Reichert, seems to concur with Coleman’s assessment.
issue here," Reichert said. Reichert said R appears election judges working ate info the n
made mistakes. Here's how It's supposed to work: Originel ballots that can be fed throug
duplicated by an election juxige. The original is set aside, and the duplicate is counted on

locste duplicaies and match them fo thelr originals. But in some cases, thers were more ¢

Wﬂnﬂmwhwmhlmmlmebd.'lmnhmlnm
" | http/Avww twincllies.com/al 112638581

11. Yet the Minnesota Supreme Court took the canvaseing Board's position: "The justices

Election Contest, again bein entirely inconaistent or consistent in backing the Ca
to Rejected

of the Canvassing Board.

13.0nwmmmmm Franken is refusing to meaningfully pe

review them spokesman Mark Drake called the Franken campaign proposal

wmmwwummuammmnﬁ-u-m
. hitp:iwww . startribune. comipoliticanational/s

14, "The U.S. Senate recount spiraled deeper into confusion and bickering Monday, with
cdunmmnnuNanm-mrmmmmumm
MWMmbmnmmmmw

16. Part of the problem hththSﬁlem
cvldluadhylnblwi":y from Deputy Secretary of State Jim Gelbmann on Sund:

http://mla.org/MN-News-Archive.asp 4/3/2009
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o UOCAVA is the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens Absentes Voling Act and you woulc
others in the Secretary of Stale's office would be bending over backwards fo count the vo
Anmsmm in places like ireq. However, such voters are perceived 10 lean R
ofM‘nolluhn&mMMﬂlmﬂMmﬂ fo disenfranchis
o When a milltary voler submits the Federal Write-in Absentee Baliot (FWAB), part of Su
Declaration/Affirmation” (copy of FWAB, including the Declaration, is avaliable via link bel
identical 1o the Federal Post Card Appiication (FPCA) (avalisble via second link)=there is
Ih.mlllFPCAMN-IM title. This difference should not mer
registration and absanies baliot mmdnmm-mm they merely ¢
certain information and sislaments under osth. See 203B.17, Subd. 2. Both the Declarsth
requirements. Also, even If the military voter is not registered, Minnesots aliows an abesen
request an absentee baliot application at the same time...s0, even If the military voter is n
submission of the FWAB with the Decilaration shauld: (1) register the military voter; (2) se
abeentee ballol; and (3) count as a ballot. See_hitn://www.fvap.govireeources/media/iwat
bitp:/mvw.fvep.goviresources/medis/fpca.ndf.

16. A spokesman for Democrat Senale Majority Leader Harry Reld says & "appeers” Frar
Democrat Amy Kiobuchar of Minnesota says that Franken should be ssated. Minneeota’s
situation: "We see this ss s three-act drama. If, by this ime next week, Al or Norm is decl
recount - that is, at the end of Act Il but before Act Il - there will be a rush to put thet man
mmn-mbmuommuuz:nwuu.s.smmum
maintaing his margin. Thet would be a slep in the 1o Minneeota faimess. State law in
contest. Seating elther men while that is pending will be seen a8 a partisan power play th
of the law. A court confest need not be drawn out but &t is the candidete’s right. Norm and
It's over.” Editorial, Ploneer Prees, hitp://www .twincitias com/opinjon/cl_11338324.

17. incoming Nalional Repubilican Senetorial Committee Chair Texas Senator John Corm
Is falssly declaring victory based on an artificiel lead created on the back of the double co
mmhuummmuuumd absentee ballots are
and disorder in the Minnescta recount. Those actions, with the recent comments
Minnesots, who suggests ssaling somecne even If there is an election contest, are unpre
not accept @ recount in which some votes are counted twice, and | expect the Senate wot
mmmmmmmm

18. More on "wrongly® rejected Absentes Ballots. "But both the Franken and Coleman ca
additionsl baliots be included. In large part, the inclusion of those has been rejected. Fritz
recount attorney, said the rules of the recount, which the campaign had agreed to, arent
campaign expecied. He said that different standards are being applied in different countie
the asked the court 1o demand that local officials send all the mistakenly rejech
by local ucdmaw-hnchmmummmm

AAAAA

:%Ww'mmmm Ct:loﬂ'lvnlm 'Mmdum“’m "
hmmthmmﬂ?ww}-M “:I:
mmmmmummmmnum

list speciying sbeentese ballot enveiopes remaining in dispute. (Section 11 and S

uqulndllbl\mnotm

"Insiead, a subtie form of warfere has arisen. Confusing and inconsistent
oonfounded our eloction officisls. Differing standarde of acosptance and
multiply today and F uniess now, Inconsistent baliol review and is

sesing now, and & ls not what we are supposed to be doing under the Supreme Courts o
“Presently, the fales of more then 2,000 voies are at risk and ‘In play’. We should all siop
play by the rules we sil adopted in order io achieve a valid election result. in order to achi
WWNWMNMWMmeMQ

20. As usua), the pro-Franken Star Tribune screws things up. “The Coleman campaign’s «

http://rnla.org/MN-News-Archive.asp 4/3/2009
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mummmmm counting additionsl votes. For v
Im“vwmﬂc:lullml it was the Franken campeign that dally decried the danger of disenfranchic
Franken shead, it is Coleman’s troops who are ulmhrnmwmh
dnhmmhbdbbhtmmmm attomey Knaek said
tunthhnM'hddﬂnnbhtWMhMMWt
l*dod the Coleman campaign in recent days has asked counties 10 review another 65«
may be legitimale. Some counties have agreed fo the request, while others have not.
MMM&M.MM«MWM&“MWN
they were satisfied with the local officiale’ list. Knask said in a sisiement thet the Colemer
prompted by conceme that a county-by-county review of the wrongly rejecied baliots was
“a subtie form of political guerrilia wartare." k was inconsistent 1o review only those abser
rejected by local officisis, Knask said, and lsave out, in some but not all casss, other balk
campeigns.” hitp:/www startribune. comAemplates/Print_Thi_Story7sid=36953744

21. Franksn and thus the Star Thbune has ciaimed that Coleman Is being inconsisient. In
consistent. Franken is continuing to look to disenfranchise Minnesotians who did not vote
continuing to try fo follow the rules 8o all legel votes are counted. Colemean's position is a
Minneeota Suprema Court and the Canvasing Board. Originally Colaman stsiements wer
Attorney General's position following the law and having allegediey wrongly rejectad sbe¢
court during the contest phase. Now that the law Is not be followed or has been changed,
rying o ensure that ALL rejected baliots are counted now. Thus Colemen has af
legal voiaa while Franken has been for counting only his votes.

22. Prediciably the Ritchie lod Secretary of State's Office Board took the Franken campel
disenfranchised hundreds of volers from other non-pro Franken perts of the state. "The tz
order from the state Supreme Court, which gave the siale until today to finish the count &
until Tueaday to certify the results. Undaer the arder, both campaigns, as well as local offic
which baliots the stete counted. Last week, the Coleman campaign said k wanted more a
than counties or the Franken campeign had allowed. it asked the court to revise Its order
sither campaign belleved were wrongfully rejected would be sent to the state, rather than
had agreed 0. There would be 2,070 baliots in that plle. On Friday, the court ordered the
officisls and the other parties to it mare information about how the ballots were se
process stopped.” hip: 11364794, Regisiration may be required.

23. How a Court could easily reversa the canvassing board's pro-Franksn decisions. "He
110 net votes i the court were to take Coleman's side on the duplicale baliot issue. Coler
make an lssue of the loss of 133 baliots in Minneapolls, which the Canvassing Board resc
mmrwmmm Ifcolummmbpmdonm Franken would lose 48 vc

24, Some detalls of a potential slection contast “The standards for accepting or rejecing
::dvodlﬂo :r:nlon -Anl‘:mlwld "-b,.mwp::bh:::
or no gotoa
WJWE&W.MM“DMMMMMNW
delegate the decision since he served on the Canvassing Board. When the 1962 Minnex
recount and then a lawsult, the chiel ot the ime ordered the two campaigns to mul
the thres-judge panal. Stais law that a trial start within 20 days of a lawsult being
would fall on the candidete who filed the chellenge, who would have to provide evidence !
deciared the wrong guy the winner of the recount. Lawyers for the other candidete would
refute claims brought by their adversaries. If's difficuit (0 pradict what iwists and tums the
really kind of goes back to zero,” said Brien Rice, 8 Minneapolis attorney who's worked o1
in local Minnescta races. . . . But the 1962 recount gives a hint that it won happen t00 qu
judge panel diint deciare a winner uniii March 21, 1063. Even that wouldn't necessarlly ¢
& lawsult could appeal to the aiste Supreme Court, end legal concepts such ss equal prol
campaigne could provide footing for faderal appeals.” hitp://online waj.conVarticle/SB123-

25. Why the rush to sest Franken? Do you think Democrats are worried sbout an Electior
expose Riichie's disenfranchissment of Coleman voters and allowing Franken votes fo cc
Sensis Campaipn Commitiss Chair and incoming Sensis Rules Chair Charies Schumer:
mthMMMlhmMMNFMmhm-.

hgd”ﬂﬂmﬂm.lmbmwwdwumwhh
Minneeota,” Schumer said. “With the Senats set to begin meeling on Tueseday o address
hndlon ummmmumtmlnm -ﬂlhmlhbmm

http:/mla.org/MN-News-Archive.asp 4312009
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26. Schumer should recuse himself from any Senste Rules Commities hearings on the re
chalrman of the National Republican Senaforial Commities, called Schumer's comments
since Schumer is the new chakrman of the Senate Rules Commities, which has jurisdictio
*Senator Schumer witl likely play a key role in determining who ultimately sssumes this S
"Pre-judging the outcoms while ligation is still pending calls into question his abllity fo Im
mmummummnumww

on the start of his second

mmwsmmmmmmmwmmmunp
good of Minnesota, Coleman shouid formally contest the recount process in court. Here &
discovered" baliots from Maplewood thet were found weeoks after the election. . . . #2 "Mis
tallled on elaction night that could not be found during the recount process. . H'Dm

mmmomm....ﬂmwmm.nmm
State Mark Ritchie's office came up with a list of about 1,350 potentially wrongly rejeciad
bottom line Is that the recount has shown how flawed the election process is in Minnesots
recount process will provide further important analysis on how we can strengthen the inte
Franken s filled with east-coast transpiants and Washington D.C. staffers who parachute

thamsaeives with Minnesota voters being diseniranchised. They will trampie the rights of v
ngnnlwnuMhﬂnus Senate. As a proud Minnesotan concemed about slection
smcobmmdnlbmhmmmmm [Forheunphbpodgob.

28. The Wall Street Journal also has a greet edilorial, a brief excerpt: "Strange things kee
where the disputed recount in the Senale race betwean Norm Coleman and Al Franken n
outoome. Thanks to the machinetions of Democratic Secrelary of State Mark Ritchle and
Board, Mr. Franken may emerge as an Blegitimaie victor. Mr. Franken started the recount

candidats. The Coleman campeign clearly misjudged the politics here, and the apparent
Mr. Ritchis 10 help his u&umwmmnucmmmm
based on nwmwum.umwmm

Bym“mvﬂ&:dmilmmmnﬂbmnhm
Ovganizations for Reform , for exampile, brought into the fold more and more uniniere
cheapening the voiss of the legitimats lot of us who vote correctly and reaponsibly.”

http://mla.org/MN-News-Archive.asp 4/3/2009
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hitp:wwew.wincites.com/cl_113880812IADID=Search-www.twincition.com-www.twincitie

31. Senator Reid's extreme partisanship is showing in that he is determined that Colemar
ﬂnmbm Hohmnmmﬂmhmmbummmmnh&

= [n announcing @ new agreement with Burris, Reid said an election certificate is a "vital
that has never been waived in modem history. But scrambiing to control the damage fron
leaders also cast some confusion on where they stand on the Minnesota recount. Asked |
the same standard woukd be appiled to Franken, as well, Reid inliially equivocated, seyin
states of Minnssota are two different animals.” . . . Jim Maniey, a spoksaman for Reld, tol
Canvassing Board certified the recount resuits that there Nkoly be an attempt to ee:
mmmwummmmnumt

o aummm Mmsmumumoummam
Asked if Franken would need an election ceriificate 10 be seatad in the Senate, Durbin sa
& govemor and secratary of siale certify his credentials.” Earfier, discuseing the Bunis de.
boon a rule in the United Statas Senale since 1884. ... We have never, ever waived the n
m Sohmhwm.lmlmmtn-ym«wﬂvod'

32. "It was not 80 much a recount as a one-sided do-over. But since & took place behind {
comadian loosed the standard Democratic cry of “let every vole count,” wlwut
over," thase were also Mr. Reki's precise words recently on the possibiity of
mmmmmmmummrmmmu.mw
Be prepared for Democrats to spend the naxt weeks laying the groundwork tc
. NO matier what the reaults. ARler all, none of this ls sbout the law. It's all about
mmmmmmcsmmmmmmm

33. Whet is the Difference beiween Burris and Franken lo Reid? According to Kim Stress
"Put another wey, Democrats were only 100 happy to install an unpleasant “comedian® wil
tuming away a law-abiding linols official with a legal appointment. Scandal aside, Mr. Re
political numbers. Confident he'd get some Democradic senator out of llinols, he diin't mi
mwhum-muhm mdhannhbhﬂmluur anlm

mwmmmmMMaumm “as the Senale cannot aliow
Mnnﬂuﬂuhmmlm mﬂmmnmw.m

sald, "We are working hard fo reach an acceptable solution '(&om
uummmmunummmm St Pt
M)m:hdemﬂmthMMNMhu

35. Now Franken has decided to ignore the will of the people of Minnesota and their lews
a8 Senafor. An attempt so brazen that even Mark Riichie is refusing. "Democrat Al Franko

based on the major Ixconeistancies and dlecrepncies that wers part of the recourt, and |
today ls evidence of that. He can't and won't be seated In a sest he didn't win, so he ls try

http://mla.org/MN-News-Archive.asp 4/3/2009
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to bistantly ignore the will of Minnesotans and the laws of the stste. The totals certifled by
include double counted voles, inconsistencies regarding rejected absentes ballots, and in

Thees sre serious issues that both the canvassing board
Court directed be handied in an election contest, and thet will go forward as required.”

Senator Col alao had g very sirong responge to the Reid-Frenken effort to ignore t
Senate Majority Leader Harry Reld (D-Nev.) regerding the Minnesota Senate seet still
from being reeiized and threslen the very trust and confidence of the American people. R
Coleman will never ever serve [again] in the Senate. He lost the election. He can stall thir
the Senate." This astounding, power- grabbing statement by an individual who will set the
Senate is completely anlithelical to the way our govemment operates. . . . No one, not ev
will and who won't serve in the Senate or at any other level of slected govemment. Clear|
esteemed leader want s many seats in their favor as possible to allow tham 10 promote
mMNMWMhMMMMwanI

the power 10 handpick the members of our goveming bodies Ihonrlntmllyobe'bd
mmudmummxmuam&mummwm
are still basic to our goveming system today.”

30. Franken and his alies at the Democrat Farmer Labor Party In their continuing effort i
upcoming election conlest may have even filed an FEC complaint against the RNLA. See

37. "In an unusual move, Kyl went to the Senate floor thia morming to iay out all the resso

election lawsuit contends there are newly discovered baliots, ballots, wrongly
double counting of voles. there's something wrong here and it has to be resoived
are no stipulations MM%MM Estimations are thet i couk

38. Franken continues to try to make up the rules as he goes along. it is uniikely that the |
this a8 the Minnesota Cenvassing Board did. "On Mondsy, Franken argued that a Colem
Timited to the awarding of siready certified ballots and a mathematical recount for accurac
Supreme Court eariler appeared to envision that a court couid conduct a broader n
wanted locel and state elections officials to review his ciaims that some voters were cousr
hﬁmWMFmﬁnamﬂM“mbﬁthﬂhnmﬂm
sort of allegation thet is left for consideration in an election contest, where evidence may |
MMNM(MMW)NMMW.'NFM|
mhﬂmﬂMMWhm Board consiiering

40. RNLA's efforts to keep prassure on the Senals to follow Minnesota law and to not see
conlasts are complete are made more impostant in light of Franken's continuing efforts to
hmmmww ia the judge of iis membership, so ¥
getting the certificale.” (&oﬁmmmnommmm St Paul Plone

41, A nolad Minnescta legal acholar declares the Minnesola recount was "unconstitutions
Wall Streel Journal on 1/16/09, former Associais Dean and curvent U. Minn. Law School |
Paulsan wriltes "But as matiers stend now, the Minnesots recount is a legal train wreck. T
load, is plainly inveild. Just as in Bush v. Gore, the recount has invoived "unequal evelusl

42. Franken continues 10 go out on uncharted legal waters, arguing to the 3 judge panel t

http://rnla.org/MN-News-Archive.asp 4/3/2009
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the US Constitution pravent Coleman from the right (o a full conteat of tha election and re
h&rTMm.MMMnWMFMMMM
say siate law appears to aliow a vigorous challenge of the Canvassing Board results

arguing
Court should order the Govemnor and the Secretary of States o certify him as the winner. 1
Coleman campaign and some nonpartisan lagal experis say state law prevents the |
state from mmml-MIthwnumapdmm
election resulls; mummmmm

3

43. Coleman staled: *| certainly wish that | was ahead in votes rather than behind right nc
we'll be where we were on Elaction Night. That | will be shead. . . . Nobody's vole should
vote that should be counted hopefully will get a chance t0 be counted in this process. | thi
mwmvmmmmummmmmmmm

44. The extreme partisanship of Secretary of State Ritchie and Frankan stralegy to disent
those from Republican sreas) while allowing virtually identical ballots from Democrat aree
frull. Although Minnesota lsw and Riichie’s own office handbook is cleer that rejected Abe
mmwmwmmmmmwmmuFm
those that Coleman have delivered the elaction for Franken as th:

for evidence that many were improperly counted or wrongly rejecied during the recount. .

Fricay that thoss ballols resembied 933 others that were eventually accepted by the Cam
unilke Franken or Ritchie, will continue to 80 that Minnesolans are not dieen
the Coleman campaign filad a class-action in behalf of the roughly 11 sbsenty

nlodud mmmmmumhmwm.mmw

4G. Reid's blatant attempt to "appoint® Franken "senator by his party’s leadership rather ¢
has drawn the ire of the Moorhead, MN Forum editorial board. Says the editorial board, */
mmmbmhmthlmumhhu.s Senaleis I
MMMMIMMMbMNdMMdM

46. RNLA today sent s leiter to Senate Majorily Leader Reki and Senate Republican Les
that Franken not be ssated and Minnesota law be followed. This is in response to Harry F
hitp:/Awww.mia.org/ReidL etter.pdf

47. Senate Republicans remain firm in oppaosition ©© efforts to Senaior Reid's efforts fo se
before the Minnesota Senate process is complete and wrote a letter to Senale Reid fo the
“The historically closs election between Senator Norm Coleman and Al Franken has prod
The initial tally was won by Senator Coleman and during the course of the recount, sever:
that the stale canvassing board was unable 10 address. As the Minnsapolis Star-Tribune
legal standing” fo provide anewers the Canvassing Board “lncked the authorily” to answe
the siate cannot certify & winner until fhe contest is resolved in court. . . .

“it is with all this in mind that we urge you 1o reconsider recent statements indicating m
mdmmuuw meum-nuumu

“The entire Senate Republican Conference stands firmly behind Senstor Coleman and all
working to provide the trust and confidence in this election that all voters deserve.” Ear ful

48. There's little question that some valid votes are still uncounted. Republioan Nory
Friedberg, asked Minnesota Deputy Secretary of State Jim Gelbmann this:

W:lﬂhwdtdhawmcw& hmdb:nmebn.t'mdﬂnm.hum
have been disenfranchised, cormect?” your

"That is absolutely corect,” Gelbmann replied.
Eor complets story click hare,

http://mla.org/MN-News-Archive.asp 4/3/2009
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49. Moreover, another Democrat Minnesota elections sxpert, and Ramasy County ek
mmuwmmmmwm NUMerous
of errore and standards st local levels. . . ."” Mansky admits "1 can't lell you ho
Star Tribune, but belleves 62 rejeciad absenise ballots that were not tallled by th:

have been counted” in Remeey County alone. For complele siory cliok here,

§0. Meanwhile, Franken Is showing he's still talking out of both sides of his mouth (
“even flawed” absontas voters when he was behind, yet now trying to narow the number
reviewed. While trying fo portray Coleman aa o have i both ways, Franken's
During the recount Franken's lawyers argued that n where a ballot does not meet all
mere fachnicslities or imeguissities can not be used to exclude absentee ballots.” Now Fri
resisiing Coleman's efforts 10 review all rejectad absentee beliots statewide. For complets

§1. Meanwhile, Franken is showing he’s still talking out of both lldndhhmouth{
VMMgmdMnmthhmembgdmm
Franken supports letting in and having them count, including several that were rejected b:

wrongly rejectsd ballots wifl be reviewed. Thees baliots were previously identified by !
mmmmmummmm&wmudz’n

63. Franken's efforts, backed by Secrelary of State Ritchie during the recount phase, to |l
MMDMNWMmewmmbbhu
rejectad by the judiclal panel mldwnghenovmldlmhbomcdm
bnuhmMuuyhalyed mmmhwmm
today. The judge's statement wes the first time anyone in the panel confirmed that indee:

54. Franken's frantic efforts to get election certification in advance of the decision of
get his friend Harry Reld to seat him in the US Senate have now officially become a the
unsuccessful with his attempt to directly bully the Govemnor snd his fellow DFLer Secreta

to introduce a bill to mandate for tiu
conteatad election. Clearly, Franken is wornried that the Contast Court will correct the v
Canvassing Board and eoel Coleman, and 80 he is trying every angile he can dre

56. On February 6, a hostlle, Minnesots Supreme Court, stemly question Franken's lawy«
offort 1o be seated despite clear Minnesota law.

o Franken's lawyer was forced to back off one of his goals, which may have been to use
Senate to blow up the “recount trial” or slection contest ongaing right now. "Justice Paul £
whether he would be back in court to argue that the recount trisl was no longer leg
mmml:touod Eludwmmmﬂnquuﬂondhdyumlmwm
o Ancther goal was more cbvious in Eliss statements. if Franken is seated end Senator
winner by Minnesota of the contest, the Democrat controlled Senate coukl lsunch a lengt
mnmammmdmm “Asked whether I's frue that the

m what Minnesola does, Elias agreed. ‘They can deciare me the next

. m Franken and his allies such as Senate Majority Leader Reld who are d
installing someone quickly in Congress. The statute ‘could not be more clesr,’ Gliibert sak
provisional certificate. That provides for no certificste.’ Elas was ‘crestively interpretiingl’
whole story go here,
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57. Franken has clearly been coached on how to act while waiting for results of a recount
Franken, who was out of Minnesots for a month, including @ two week vacation in Floride
kept out of the way of reporters unil recently. Go hare for mora detelila,

58. Franken Is also trying to it in with the new Democrats. Like Obama nominess, Tom
Nancy Kiliefer and others, Franken slso hes a record of significant tax problems. G

59. Coleman, meanwhile, continues his quest to count every vote. Late lest week Co
Friedberg attempted to enter a single baliot, even though R was for Franken, where the w
affidavit saying the vote wes indeed his." Go hare for the complate efory,

60. Yalld_voiss continue fa surface. The Anoka county Elections Manager annaunced |
county has found about a dazen ballots that should be included in the totsl, including
that had not been included in the count in error. As Senator Coleman notes, “there ls n
number Is an artificial number.”

G1. RNLA"s efforts meet 14 of cant for
hmbdhw.m“.m 'm proportions for Sanator C
W..MMMNM|MMMMbMM
Franken provisionally” according to Politico.com's Scorecard.

62. And In further stark contrast to his stance during the recount, the “Erankaen ‘disenfra

fum down baliots similar fo many other rejeciad hallots that ware eventusily talied
fo a press report thal notes Franken does not think absentee baliots should "bs counted k
identified by the judges.” in briefs filed yestorday that wilt be argued today in the Contest «
closr thet he thinks aimost none of the wrongly absentee ballols, even those sim
:;ddodbyt:ewthzadFmM'tm the court chellenge Franken undewrc

goes on 1o say “Franken didn't give an unauaiifiad "ves® to any of the questions. . . .

BTV LNINS POl TS LIS o A.M. m'.lu“l: A', t ’." Y SRS PRI ' ] | ': " ‘ll‘:-
Democratic mantra of “count avery vote?* The hypocrisy Is deafening — what they reslly n
wa think will be ours.”

3. RNLA's Second White Paper is released: Proposing a Mesningful Solution to Protect
Qvarseas Voters”

64. Urgent Presa Releana on Court Decision to Disenfranchise selected military and over

65. Coleman Lawyer Ben Ginsberg said thet the rejected categories that will hurt Colema
obsiruction” baliots, of which he said they had 175, and the late milltary baliots, which nur
ammﬂwm&m:.m%%uhmmmmm:
W the ond s Frediciod, e court wil count between 2,000 and 2,500 rejecied sbaonioe

X =
applications. But, Coleman's lagal isam argues, hundreda of already counted ballols siso
Begal categories. . . . While the Coleman legal team Is protesting the declsion, they are a

67. Coleman for Senale legal counsel Ben Ginsberg today made the following stalement.

themeelives aliowed | eariler among the Nauen infervenors. /
eore 100 Rega bakca are uded 1 the £33

witnesses who might not be regisiered voters and on missing registration cards. He elici
officiais in Eden Prairie and Minnetonka who seid they don't check to see If witnesses are
that ... because we have never been instrucied 1o do that by the stale or the county,” sald
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Kathieen Porta. That contrasted with Carver County, which checks addresses and voler r

m«-&w’“mmw&oﬂﬁmmd

stale law required county officiale 10 check on whether withesses were regisiered. Glinaly

percent rejection rate were spptied to Minneapoiie and Ramasy and 3¢. Louls count
that weot haavily for Franken - it would amount o 1,941 llegal voias.

60. in a Sunday column, professor at St. Thomas, and former ssaociate dean of the Univn
School, Michael Stokes Paulasn, wroe that the recount and contest “ian’s just embar
unconsiitutional. . . .Minnesota |s Bush v. Gore reloaded.” He adds "what If there la nv
a recount who won, conaisient with Bush v. Gore's requirements? The Constitution’s ane

70. The Plonser Praas Sunciay aditorial is entitied “Accidental Senator.” in i, the editorial
the Seneste seet. The editoriel notes at the “process has been ‘transparent.’ it also has bx
Claarly, all the votes have not been handiad in a untform matier. . . . Meanwhile, the oper
Without a runoff we will have an accidental senator.”

71. "Their motto ls simple: If i's a vote for Franken, count it. If i's a vote for somebody ele
Coleman Spokesman Draks sald. . mmmmmw hope
mcmmmmmmmw *The order said its ruling on the specific qu«
shouldn't be taken a3 & ruling on the rest of Coleman's case or on his claim that all votes
the same standard o comply with the Conelitution's equal protection clause. In other won
elaction law professor Edward Foley, ‘aqual profection Is atill alive.™ Full story harg.

&m@wmm-mmMmmmmm wunh
mmbhmm Banelmhom B '

nmmmmmmmmnummummum

mmm:ummmm«mmuh-mm
Dehlberg's husband, Christopher . . . when contacied, saki he was surprised there wes &
wlo'bmmmdaddrmmltw . [h}is wife has been in China since June 13, Da
sbesnise voting begen. uﬂmmchmolhm . said his wife should know
mmmummmcnnmmuamc«mm
nwl;‘!lum. Dahiberg said. "She also worked in the elections office. If anybody, she

74. In a paraliel deveiopment on Nega! ballots sliowed this time by the contest cc
Franken, hllworwmmdmnFm volers whose votes the contest
m . 'zndhlrbddlnd ppi%l.smmmhlr
nmmmmmmmmmwummuu
voter registration card — not her ballot application. Two Dakota counly voters previously :
rakures re abeokAcly Peoseeary AnCluer mi o ) Wod out & voer rotetabon
wcwmmmmmmmmnmmm

B e e ey e YLy g e e
lead to counting more voles, something Coleman needs, if local officiale discover voler re
sacrecy envelopes of voters whose baliots were rejecied for lack of registration.”

The second reversed an earlier coust decision and will allow from a Cole
Republican tabla on Elaction Day, foid . . . in court Wednaaday that she heard anct
hllobmuln into the vote tabuletor without being labeled. By the time the mistake
lost among the other votes, she said. The Coleman campaign has contend:
mumummmmmummhm

76. The Franken legal team has some problem geiting ahsertee baliots siraight. . .
three baliot envelopes Franken included on hia list of votes thet should be counted. Eld\
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volers who the Coleman campaign says were, in fact, dead on Election Day. Minnesota
slive on the day of the election to have their votes counted.”

77. Norm Coleman resied his case “sort of” late Monday. Coleman stiomey Jim Langdo
rest provisionally.’ The Coleman camp wants fo give the court more information before re
wmmmmmw

o The actual vote count was wrong, because some valid voles haven't been counted, 80
in the recount and some baliots were missing in the recount, and the Election Day tally is

e Any vote count will be wrong, because the state's election system s flawed. The flaw
the secretary of state's voler regisiration datsbase, counties’ inconsistent standards for ct
local officials’ counting of absentee baliots that didn't fll all the lsgal requirements.

In assessing Coleman's case, iberal sleclion law profsssor Guy-Uriel Charles seid that C
sbout whether ‘the margin of emor is greater than the margin of victory.”

78, Also Monday, the judges reversed themeeives on hree abeenies ballots . . . counte
the voters falled to sign documents or dl
moving. They were among 24 votars beliaved 1o be Franken supporters whose absentee

70. State election director “Poser con  daipl
MWWS@.MMMMWMMNM
sppeared they had registered and volad in pereon on Election Day. . . .Outside court, Gin
m--.wmmmmmhmmmm

80. In separate action on Monday, “Coleman lawyer Jim Langdon wrote the thres-judge |
are 20 serious they may not be able to declare a winner. ‘Some courts have held that wh
Mhmhbmmm lndltelmotbomhrwhld\un
were cast - the N 0 g - jection.' Langdon wrole in a

81. And columnist Michael Barrone writes that "My understanding Is that the legal case ¢
panel i hopeisssly compromiaed. . . . This would seem to me to raise equal-ireatment pn
v. Gore , even if the Supreme Court tries 10 say thet Bush v. Gore was a one-of-a-kind ca

82. Al Franken's side continues Colemen’s theme that voters’ absentes baliots wer
Franken's legal feam brought forwerd a parads of peopie who say their voles have b
US.Mm.M.MNMMMGwMMh Lh.
inaccurale voter information. Poser also admils there can be eror by election officials, an
differont registralion requirements. “Asked why two registered voters received materials &
Mddlmmumbmmhmmmhﬁdwwlmmnﬂ
data was wrong?' Friedberg sakd. ‘I's certainly possible,’' Poser sald. . . . Poser also seid *
mwhomtanmmtnulbuﬂmhhmhﬂubmm

Y O ORI U ESSE I

IMMWEMMIHW movhyddon

o Ravols favored by voters. A new Resmussen poll “shows that 48 parcent of likaly vo
in the race between Republican Norm Coleman and Democret Al Franken.” The partisan
-Ammmn Mnmnldm while 60 percent of De

o And there was a litle flutier over Reid's alleged renewed offorts to seat a Senator, |
dﬂumhﬂMWhlﬂmuﬂMhmmmM

3. mmmbmmmm to determine a winner has |
mmmumm mmme
vnﬂ:yﬂdﬁ Y@ CONG vl aa iB NO N A n

the election contesetia completed,” the Supreme Court wrots in 8 unanimous opinion . .
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Elias arguad before the justices that Franksn shouid be given the certificate immediately.
solicitor general argued he shoukin't. They sakd the lew was crysial cleer.”

Coleman spokesman Ben Ginsberg summed it up well: “Thie wise ruling will enaure t
snd Chuck Schumer cannot short-circult Minnesota Law In thelr pertisan power pls

84. mh.mmmnmumm had a number of
-~ 'JooM-uky mmmlnnmm'ommm said oo

85. In an "cbviously an attack on my campaign” according to Senator Coleman, 8
mmdmu.cm'.mm-mmauum
supporters was posted oniine, in an cbvious effort to deter further donations (o the ca

keep up his legal fight. “The LS. Secret Service e investigating how personal detalia on.
conidbutors to Norm Coleman, enmeshedina
and posted on the Intemet.”

court battie fo win back his Senate seal. W

w'oo]coddbodommm mhmm
m.mmmumumumm«uus. Senate.”

87 In lighter news, the Los Angeles Times notes thet Eranken is no longar funny, but
although apparently in exchange, the only currently serving Senator from Minnesota, “Am
task” of replacing Franken as a comedian.

88. Coleman’s closl ument the strategy and the protect
mmmu'ﬂnmof thl.tmnn‘l team offer proof
had abesantee ballot

MMIMMMMWWMMUG
96 percent of the time Is 100 great of a burden. . . . it's more likely than not. It's more than
than clear and convincing. Aml.buodonm it's also more than proof beyond &
beyond a morsl certainly.” Friedberg went on fo say that “most local elections officlals did
measures of proof when they were counting absentee baliots last year, and the judges’ m
due process and equal prolection.” Click here for more detalls.

80. meﬂhlmﬁﬂmﬁumh%mnnwwhm-m
Gara problems with the counting of votes from the fall elections in a concise document.

90. Though the presentation of the case Is over, don't sxpect a decision this week - o
@ decision is hended down. in addition 10 both sides’ final flings next week, the three corv
preliminary decisions 1o maks 10 determine who received the highest number of legally ct
decide they have to write their opinion, which because they expect k will be appealed the:
And then, the loser has jen days 10 appeal 1o the Minnesota Supreme Court. No election
before either the deadiine passes for the appesl, or the Supreme Court rulss. For more &

91. In relsted news, last fall, Barnard Madoft, the invesior who defreuded peopie out of
scheme, donsted $100,000 to the Demoocratic Senstorial Committes. Ever

WWIMNMMMID‘F

92. And will we hear a similer story in 45 years sbout the Coleman-Franken recount and ¢
come out about siplen voles from the 1962 Minnesota recount that wes just revealed bec
longer around fo be able to prosecute.

§3. On St. Patrick's Day the Coleman and Franken teams filed their closing filings with th
upped the number of ballots they are asking the courts to consider in the final vote
writes as follows: “in his fling Tuesday, Colemen said that 1,984 sbeenies ballots should
list includes not only the 1,350 abseniee ballots his lawyers ended their case iast week st

http://rnla.org/MN-News-Archive.asp 4/3/2009



29044251121

' Minnesota Senate Recount Update Page 14 of 14

413 that the campaigns blocked from counting during the recount and the 15 that local gc
or found — two in & siorage bin — well after the state’s two-month recount. . . . The Frant
bats. its new list of baliots that should be considered includes 430 absantee voles. in his
attomey Kevin Hamiiton said the team had provided evidence that 252 baliots should be
clatalis here for more.

9. T Colemen 10 prees the fight. "As they look ahead st th
mmognmmmmm~h eov"rmmwn mm nm‘ looking

history — Bush ve. Gore and equal protection arguments.”

965. Colsman’s lawyer thinks victory will come on appeal. Joe Friedberg, Norm Colemen's
recount trial against Al Franken, said the Coleman case was bulit on a constitutional argu
the likes of the Minnesota Supreme Court.

For More informstion go to:

RNLA White Papers. Press Releases and Leftters
Minnesota Senate Election Current

Help the RNLA fight for a fair election and agsinst vote fraud! Send your doliars to th
againet those who would tear down our democracy through voter fraud.
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Or meil a check to:

RNLA
PO Box 18085
Washington, DC 20036

Contributions to the RNLA are not deductible as charitable contributions for federal incom
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